M.A.C, LIBRARY COPY 


IeS 


sO 


ion 


Creat 


¢ 
© 
& 
= 
ac 
me) 
¢€ 
{40} 
® 
iS) 
S 
G 


QUARTERLY 


Social Sc 





CREATION SOCIAL SCIENCE 
AND HUMANITIES SOCIETY 


The Creation Social Science and Humanities Society (CSSHS) was incorpo- 
rated in Wichita, Kansas, in 1977. The CSSHS is educational, and will promote 
and disseminate information on the implications of the Biblical creation model 
or origins for the social sciences and humanities, with emphasis on the 
development of these disciplines in accordance with the rapidly emerging and 
increasingly well established natural scientific models of Biblical creation. 

This Quarterly Journal is directed toward teachers and students of the 
social sciences and humanities, especially in institutuions of higher learning. 
The CSSHS may also publish books, monographs, and other writings, and 
sponsor speakers, seminars, and research projects related to its educational 
purpose. 

IRS tax-exempt status was granted December 30, 1977. All contributions 
are tax-deductible. 
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organization with beliefs substantially identical with those contained in the 
CSSHS Statement of Belief, for at least one year immediately prior to apply- 
ing for membership in the CSSHS. Voting membership dues are $10 (foreign, 
$11 U.S.) per year. 

Sustaining membership is open to those who subscribe to the C.S.S.H.S. 
Statement of Belief. Sustaining membership dues are $10 (foreign, $11 U.S.) 
per year. 

Both voting and sustaining memberships include subscription to the CSSH 
Quarterly, and are reckoned as beginning and ending in September. 

Non-members may subscribe to the CSSH Quarterly at the rate of $12 
(foreign, $13 U.S.) per year. 
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Editorial 


Dear Readers: 


About three years ago in November of 1977 a newsletter in preparation for 
the inauguration of the CSSH Quarterly was mailed out. In this newsletter we 
attempted to set down some Scriptural themes and goals for the ministry. Now 
as we begin our third year of publication | feel it is fitting to reconsider that 
which by God's grace we set out to accomplish. The following is quoted from 
the November 1977 newsletter: 


Scriptural Themes for the Society 

When praying and thinking about the necessity and contents of this, 
our first Newsletter, | came to the conviction that the first and most 
important matter would be to select some Scripture passages that 
would set the tone and direction of the ministry. The ones selected may 
seem strange for a scholarly journal, but they are extremely impor- 
tant, | believe, and especially for a work such as this. These are the 
passages that | would ask God to work out through the ministry of the 
CSSHS: 

1 Cor. 8:lb: Knowledge makes arrogant, but love edifies. 

2 Cor. 1:12: For our rejoicing is this, the testimony of our conscience, 
that in simplicity and godly sincerity, not with fleshy wisdom, but 
by the grace of God, we have had our conversation in the world. 

Goals of the Ministry 

If the foregoing passages set the tone of the ministry, the next matter 
would be to indicate some goals. The only sure goals are those set forth 
in God's Word. 

These passages are ones that | would lay before God and request that 

He guide us in this direction: 
|. Long-Term Goal: 

2 Cor. 10:3-6: For though we walk in the flesh, we do not war after the 
flesh: (For the weapons of our warfare are not carnal, but mighty 
through God to the pulling down of strong holds;) Casting down 
imaginations, and every high thing that exalteth itself against the 
knowledge of God, and bringing into captivity every thought to the 
obedience of Christ; And having in a readiness to revenge all 
disobedience, when your obedience is fulfilled. 

Dear Heavenly Father, 
Grant that our obedience be fulfilled, In Jesus’ Name we ask it. Amen. 


Inthe CSSH Quarterly, and by other means as God may direct, we will 
endeavor to show that the only true and sure foundation of man’s 
knowledge of himself (psychology) — of his relationships with other 
men (sociology) — of his communication and creativity (literature and 
fine arts ) — of his institutions of social order (administration of justice, 
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economics, political science) — of his activities and their description 
(history) — is the creation of man in God's image as infallibly revealed in 
the Bible. All other attempts to account for man are vain and doomed to 
failure. 

Il. Short-Term Goals: 

Matthew 6:34: Take therefore no thought for the morrow: for the 
morrow shall take thought for the things of itself. Sufficient unto 
the day is the evil thereof. 

Our present short-term goals are: 

(1) establishing contact and fellowship with our Christian brothers 
and sisters teaching, studying or practicing the social sciences and 
humanities in relative isolation, so that our work and witness might 
increase their joy and strength in our Almighty, All-Knowing, Just and 
Merciful Creator God and Jesus Christ. May He reassure them by our 
ministry that He “yet has left Himself seven thousand in Israel, all the 
ones which have not bowed unto Baal, and every mouth which hath not 
kissed him” (I Kings 19:18). 

(2) sharing and disseminating information about the work of other 
ministries, textbooks and other teaching resources, etc. May His Word 
be true in us: “Ye are the light of the world. A city that is set on a hill 
cannot be hid” (Matthew 5:14). 

Beyond these goals, ‘the morrow shall take thought for the things of 
itself” in our Lord’s faithful hands. 


Paul D. Ackerman, Editor 


NOTICE TO CSSHS MEMBERS 
AND TO SUBSCRIBERS OF THE 
CSSH QUARTERLY 


Memberships and subscriptions expire in September 1980. 

Unless your membership or subscription is renewed by SEPTEMBER 30, 
1980, the Fall 1980 issue of the CSSH Quarterly (Vol. Ill, No. 1 issue) will be 
the last issue you receive. 

Please send in your membership renewal ($10; $11 U.S. for members 
residing outside the U.S.A.) or subscription renewal ($12; $13 U.S. for sub- 
scribers residing outside the U.S.A.) as soon as possible before September 30, 
1980. Thank you. 


2 


LETTERS AND COMMENTS 


Dear Editor: 


Recently a friend of mine in California recommended that | secure from you 
an article by James Jordan entitled “The Biblical Chronology Question: An 
Analysis” which appeared in the CSSH Quarterly (Vol. ll, Numbers 2 and 3). | 
have heard that it is absolutely tremendous, and | would like to have it for my 
classes here on creation/evolution 

lam grateful to you for this service. 


Sincerely, 

Bert Thompson, Ph.D. 
Tennessee Bible College 
Box 532 

Cookeville, Tennesse 38501 


Dear Editor: 


| want to thank you so very much for the excellent article by James Jordan 
relating to Biblical chronology. 

Be assured of my every good wish in your work of getting the message of 
true creationism to the public. 


Sincerely, 

Wayne Jackson 

3906 East Main Street 
Stockton, California 95205 


Dear Editor: 


Thank you very much for the CSSH Quarterlies that | received four days ago. 
I have to say that | have read them awidly, and that | find them most helpful and 
necessary. Certainly, Mrs. Myers’ article “Presenting the Biblical Creation 
Position on the Secular Campus” (Vol. |, No. 4) deserved a reprinting, andlam 
glad | received one. It really gives a balanced and compassionate view of the 
attitude of the believer toward the unbeliever. 

Always your brother in Christ our Lord, through grace alone, 


Santiago Escuain 

Av. Paraires, 23, 11.°A 
Sabadell (Barcelona) 
Spain 
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Dear Editor: 


| am particularly pleased that there is in existence a quarterly which inte- 
grates Biblical insights with the fields of the social sciences and humanities, 
and yet lets the Bible be the final authority. 

| was greatly moved by Ellen Myers’ article “Presenting the Biblical Creation 
Position on the Secular Campus.” It deserves a wide circulation. . . 


Yours in His Service, 
Hal M. Haller, Jr. 
Box No. 22837 
Emory University 
Atlanta, GA 30322 


* Editors Note: Copies of the article ‘‘Presenting the Biblical Creation Position 
onthe Secular Campus” are still available from us at 25¢ per copy or 10 copies 
for $1.50 ppd. 


Dear Editor: 


Thank you for the CSSHQ issues and reprint you sent in reply to my inquiry. | 
have found the articles very interesting and relevant. 


Sincerely yours, 

Brett E. Burner 

205 Fairlawn S.W. 
Massillon, Ohio 44646 


Dear Editor: 


Let me thank you for the great Quarterly you put out. | never miss an article, 
but read each issue from cover to cover. 


Sincerely yours, 

Dr. Ruth Beechick, Children’s Editor 
Accent Publications 

12100 West Sixth Ave. 

P.O. Box 15337 

Denver, CO 80215 


A Creationism Classic: 


The Necessity 


For Creationism* 
R. J. Reshdoony 


* Editor's Note: This hard-hitting and uncompromising article was written in 
the late sixties and widely distributed in a number of forms including a special 
pamphlet by the Bible-Science Association (then Caldwell, ID, now 4911 East 
42nd Street, Minneapolis, MN 55406). It is here reprinted as a classic in the 
creation movement well deserving of re-statement and consideration by 
CSSHQ readers. 


When the first edition of Charles Darwin's On the Origin of Species was 
published on November 24, 1859, all 1,250 copies sold out on the day of 
publication. The world was waiting for a theory with scientific prestige to 
render the Bible and God obsolete, and men immediately jumped on the 
bandwagon of Darwinism. George Bernard Shaw described the relief of men 
at being rid of God and declared ‘‘the world jumped at Darwin.”' 

A great many churchmen climbed on that bandwagon then, and many more 
have done it since. The appeal is very great. Why not compromise? Why not be 
“scientific,” or scientifically respectable? When the Genesis account of crea- 
tion is such a liability, why not concentrate on other matters of the faith and 
accommodate the Bible to evolution? Why risk being considered ignorant and 
backward? 

Bernard Ramm, in The Christian View of Science and Scripture, searched 
for “more credible, reasonable interpretations which should cause no embar- 
rassment to any man with a scientific mentality but also with Christian 
convictions.’’? Ramm’‘s purpose is to harmonize the Bible and modern science. 
Is such an approach tenable? Why defend old-fashioned, strict creationism? 

St. James observed, ‘For whosoever shall keep the whole law, and yet 
offend in one point, he is guilty of all’’ (James 2:10). Similarly, anyone who 
denies the authority of Scripture at one point has denied it at all points. If we 
assert that we can set aside the six-day creation doctrine, we have asserted 
our supremacy over Scripture. Our mind and our convenience now have a 
higher authority than the Bible, so that we have denied its authority totally and 
asserted our authority instead. If we claim the right at any point to set aside 
Scripture, we have established ourselves as the higher authority at every 
point. Clearly, therefore, the question of authority is at stake in Genesis 1: God 
or man? Whose word is authoritative and final? 

But there is much more at stake. Science itself is involved. There are issues 
involved in creationism which are basic to the existence of science. Let us 
examine the necessity of creationism for science. Dr. Robert P. Knight, M.D., in 
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his presidential address to the American Psychopathological Association 

(New York, May 9, 1946), stated: 
Determinism is a fundamental tenet of all science. Indeed, it is incon- 
ceivable that we could explain or count on anything in the physical world 
without relying on the basic assumption that all phenomena are strictly 
determined. Dynamic psychology is a science of human thinking and 
human behavior, and as a science must be deterministic. The phenom- 
ena of human thought, feeling, and behavior, of the whole range of 
pathology, must be understandable and explainable in terms of the 
causal factors of heredity, early psychological conditioning, subsequent 
life experiences, the composite of forces, external and internal, playing 
on the personality. In such a deterministic science of human behavior 
there is no place for the fortuitous, nor for “free will” in the sense used 
in philosophy. Whatever human actions or decisions seem to indicate 
the operation of a free will, or a freedom of choice, can be shown, on 
closer inspection and analysis, to be based on unconscious determin- 
nism, The causal factors were there and operative,but were simply not 
in the conscious awareness of the individual.? 

Knight's conclusion is a very interesting one: 
Determinism is a prerequisite of all science, including dynamic psychol- 
ogy. The alternative is not free will, but indeterminism, which implies 
chaos, unpredictability, and a denial of cause and effect relationships in 
human affairs. Free will is a subjective feeling, which is better called a 
sense of inner freedom, and which depends on harmony and integra- 
tion of the personality. It is experienced by those psychologically healthy 
persons who willingly choose a course of action according to inner 
standards they are glad to obey. Psychotherapy, far from requiring 
freedom to choose in order to influence patients treated, itself operates 
deterministically to achieve for the patient this subjective sense of 
freedom.* 

Without getting involved in a discussion of predestination versus determin- 

ism, we can observe that Knight has rightly seen that the issue is one between 

a world under absolute law and a world of chaos, and he sees a world of law 

and of cause and effect as basic to science. If chaos or chance be ultimate, 

then there can be no science. An absolute, determined order, Knight states, 

“is a fundamental tenet of all science . . . a prerequisite of all science.” 

But this statement points to a schizophrenic aspect of modern science. The 
theory of evolution requires a belief that somehow all things arose out of 
chance, and out of “the fortuitous” which Knight condemns; evolutionary 
science denies spontaneous generation as a fact but requires it in theory to 
account for the universe. Thus, J. H. Rush, while unable to affirm spontaneous 
generation, places his hope on finding evidence of it and writes: “It would be 
satisfying to find some kind of life on another planet, even lowly forms, to 
support our basic thesis that life is a spontaneously originating process.”> 

Science thus wants a universe of law and of causality without God, but it 
would rather ascribe all the magnificent order of the universe to chaos rather 
than to God, because the scientists involved are fallen men, in rebellion 


against God and bent on suppressing their knowledge of Him. 

Menwill either presuppose God, or they will presuppose themselves as the 
basic reality of being. If they assume themselves to be autonomous and 
independent from God, they will then wage war against God at every point. 
There is no such thing as an area of neutrality: men will either affirm God at 
every point in their lives and thinking, or else they will deny Him at every point. 
As Dr. Cornelius Van Til has observed: 

Now if our contention that the evolution-hypothesis is a part of an 
antitheistic theory of reality is correct, then we must do away with every 
easy-going attitude. The evolutionist is then a soldier in that great, that 
seemingly all-powerful army of antitheists that has from time immemor- 
ial sought to destroy the people of God. We must then prepare for a life 
and death struggle if not in the courts of the land then in the higher 
courts of human thought. 
. . . Every time any human being opens his mouth to say anything he 
either says that God is or that God is not a reality. It could not be 
otherwise. God claims to control every fact.® 
Since God created all things, nothing can be truly understood apart from Him, 
and no fact can be truly interpreted apart from Him. When men seek to give an 
atheistic or agnostic interpretation to any fact, it is because they are at war 
with God and are bent on denying Him. 

The basis of evolutionary theories is this anti-God position of apostate and 
fallen man, The convincing thing about evolution is not that it proves man’s 
origins or even gives anything resembling a possible theory but that it dis- 
penses with God. Scientists themselves have often called attention to the 
absurdities of evolutionary theory. Consider, for example, the comments of 
G.A. Kerkut, a biochemist: 

Itis . . .a matter of faith on the part of the biologist that biogenesis did 

occur and he can choose whatever method of biogenesis happens to 

suit him personally; the evidence for what did happen is not available.” 

It seems at times as if many of our modern writers on evolution have had 

their views by some sort of revelation. . .2 
This does not mean that Kerkut accepts creationism. Any alternative is prefer- 
able, apparently, to evolutionists other than God. His hope is that “future 
experimental work’? will provide an answer, but he is already sure that the 
answer will in some form be evolution. Thus, his basic assumption is a 
religious faith that the answer is not God but something else, although he 
does not know what that something is! Evolution is not a science but a 
religious faith which has taken over the sciences and rules them dogmatically. 

And yet evolution, which rests on chaos, is held by men whose sciences 
presuppose God and His eternal decree. Evolution requires chance, whereas 
science rests on absolutely determined factors and on causality. The doctrine 
of evolution is thus basically hostile to science. 

Again, evolution is a theory which is radically hostile to Biblical religion. The 
Bible clearly asserts that God created heaven and earth, the whole created 
universe, in six days. If this statement be allegorized or interpreted away, no 
meaning stands in Scripture. Because God created all things, He and He alone 
is the sustainer, governor, and redeemer of all things. Man is responsible to 
God because God is his maker, because man is totally God’s creation and 


therefore totally under God's law. God is man’s savior because God as creator 
is alone omnipotent over man and the universe and sufficient for all things. 
God is man’s judge because he is man’s creator, and He created man for His 
own purposes and glory. If God's creative work is denied, then God's gover- 
nance and redemption are also denied, because God is made irrelevant to man 
and to the universe, or at the least no longer omnipotent over them. Every 
doctrine of Scripture is undermined when strict creationism is undermined. 
Wherever strict creationism is set aside, the vital nerve of Christianity is cut, 
and the church begins to move in terms of humanistic and political power 
rather than the power of God. 

The alternative to creationism is evolution, and Darwin has led to Marx and 
Freud, to materialism and agnosticism, and, as M. Stanton Evans has noted, to 
the “annihilation of value derived from Nietzsche and James and Dewey. 
These are the root precepts of Liberal philosophy. ’’'° The problem of our time is 
not material: it is spiritual. Technology has given man more material wealth 
than he has ever before possessed, but man’s condition is regularly described 
as a desperate one, and man lives in a chronic state of anxiety. What the 
doctrine of evolution has done is to destroy man, not God. A theory cannot 
alter ultimate reality; it can affect the mind and welfare of man. How has it 
done so? 

First of all, man is no longer viewed as created in the image of God. 
According to Scripture, man was created in God's image, and, although fallen, 
is strictly under God's law. Man cannot be reduced to the level of an animal. 
The Sabbath was made for man, not man for the Sabbath. The state is made 
for man, not man for the state. Man is called to glorify God and to enjoy Him 
forever, and the world is man’s dominion under God. But the evolutionary 
theory views man as a product of the world rather than a destined lord over itin 
Christ. Manis seen as having evolved out of the fortuitous concourse of atoms 
and out of the primeval slime. Instead of being set over nature, man is set 
under nature as a product of it. Man is reduced to the same slavish status as 
existed during antiquity in ancient Egypt and other states which held to an 
evolutionary concept. Man’s liberty is a product of Biblical faith; the concept of 
evolution produces slavery, and it was welcomed by Marx as the necessary 
foundation for socialism. When man, as in evolutionary thinking, is a product 
of nature, he is passive in relationship to nature; his being is determined by 
nature, and his psychology is passive, conditioned, a reflex action rather thana 
governing action. When man knows himself to be created by God, and this 
faith is basic to his thinking, man is a product of God's creative work and is 
therefore passive in relationship to God but active towards nature. He is then 
determined by God, not by nature, and man is then active towards nature and 
governs it. Man is then free from nature, not a slave of it, because man is 
created and governed by God, not by nature. Man’s calling is to exercise 
dominion under God over nature, to rule it, develop and expoit it, under God 
and to His glory. Only the regenerate man in Jesus Christ can do this. The 
fallen man is in captivity to his own nature and to the forces around him. As a 
result, liberty rapidly declines when Biblical Christianity declines. Where men 
are not ruled by God, they are ruled by tyrants. And the rise of evolutionary 
thinking has produced a world-wide rise of totalitarianism. Since man is no 
longer seen as a creation by God, he is becoming a creature of the total state, 


and the total state is determined to remake man in its own image. As a result, 
man is now the primary experimental animal. Many people are alarmed at the 
use of animals in scientific experimentation. But the grim reality is that the 
primary experimental animal is man. Not only the mental health experts, but 
virtually every agency of civil government is today engaged in trying to remake 
man. Moreover, scientists are engaged in experiments concerning psycho- 
chemical and electronic controls over man. Such experiments were reported 
in Life Magazine, March 8 and 15, 1963."' Scientists seriously talk, as did C. R. 
Schafer, at the National Electronics Conference, at the Illinois Institute of 
Technology, about enslaving men with built-in electronic controls, a socket 
mounted under the scalp “a few months after birth,”’ with ‘electrodes reach- 
ing selected areas of brain tissue.” After “‘a year or two. . . a miniature radio 
receiver and antenna would be plugged into the socket,” and from that time on 
the child would be modified “‘or completely controlled by bio-electric signals 
radiated from state-controlled transmitters.'2 When they begin by talking and 
experimenting in this vein, as they have done, we can be sure that the 
conclusion of their thinking will be far worse. Orwell's 1984 will look like 
paradise compared to what these evolutionists plan to do with man. When 
men set aside God as Creator, they then set themselves up as man’s re- 
creators, as the new gods over man and the universe. It was this same temper 
which characterized man before the Flood, and Genesis 6:5 declares, “And 
God saw that the wickedness of man was very great in the earth, and that 
every imagination of the thoughts of his heart was only evil continually.” 

A second way in which evolutionary theory has altered the mind of man is 
with respect to responsibility. According to Scripture, man is a responsible 
creature; his responsibility is to serve and glorify God; failing to do this, man 
became a sinner, sentenced to death. Evolutionary theory because it sees man 
as a product of nature, sees man, not as a responsible creature made in the 
likeness of God, but as a product of a long evolutionary history and environ- 
ment. As a result, man is not responsible; he is not a sinner buta victim. Heis 
what his environment has made him. The means therefore of changing manis 
not regeneration, not moral responsiblity and renewal, but changing his 
environment. Man has to be reconditioned. This means a Pavlovian world. 
Even as Pavlov trained his dogs to salivate when he rang a bell, so man has to 
be trained, like any animal, by conditioning. This means that education ceases 
to be education: it becomes brain-washing and conditioning. This means also 
that responsibility disappears. After all, it is not the criminal’s fault, it is 
society's fault; it is not the young delinquent's fault, it is his family’s fault. 
Mothers as a result are extensively blamed for their children’s sins and 
failures, or for their mental collapse. As one psychiatrist, Dr. Humphrey 
Osmond, M.D., has noted, 

And if Mama was not to blame, the myth goes on, it must be Papa, or the 
husband or wife. This can be extended and is extended to anything in the 
family background — poverty, riches, lack of discipline, too much 
discipline. 

Thus far, however, no one has blamed sons and daughters for the 
schizophrenia of Mama and Papa. But parents may have senile psycho- 
sis, and the day may come when children will be blamed for that. /t is 
dangerous these days to be the relative of aperson who is mentally ill for 


you will probably be blamed for driving him mad.'3 
This trend to blame someone or something else will not be stopped by such 
common-sense observations by a few dissenting psychiatrists. Environmen- 
talism is a logical necessity for evolutionary thinking. The theory holds that 
man is a product of his geological and biological environment and, because 
evolution is a continuing process, not a finished act, this means that man is 
still a product of his environment. As a result, the logical evolutionist will, first, 
insist that the environment is responsible for man, not man for his environ- 
ment. Second, he will try to provide the right biological and social environment 
to further man’s evolution and to prevent man’s devolution. This means total 
control over man, supposedly for man’s welfare. Again we face the inescapa- 
ble fact that evolutionary thinking requires totalitarianism. If the education of a 
people is dedicated to teaching evolution it will also teach socialism or com- 
munism. Karl Marx knew better than others that evolution was a necessity for 
communism’s success: it made socialism “‘scientific.” /f men put their faith in 
evolution they will then look to scientific socialist planners for salvation rather 
than to Jesus Christ. Their maker is their savior. Friedrich Engels agreed with 
Marx that Darwin's theory was basic to scientific socialism.'4 

When man is regarded as a product of his environment rather than a 

creature responsible to God, he ceases to be of much importance, either as a 
person or in his thinking. Darwin himself doubted the validity of his own ideas 
in many directions. For example, while denying all revelation, he believed that 
it seemed reasonable to conclude ‘that the Universe is not the result of 
chance,” even though his theory did so much to enthrone chance. Then he 
added, 

But then with me the horrid doubt always arises whether the convic- 

tions of man’s mind, which has been developed from the mind of the 

lower animals, are of any value or at all trustworthy. Would any one 

trust in the convictions of a monkey's mind, if there are any convictions 

in such a mind?"® 
Darwin thus professed little respect for his own thinking. It is not surprising 
then that he had little respect for some races. He believed that some would be 
eliminated, and wrote, “Looking to the world at no very distant date, what an 
endless number of the lower races will have been eliminated by the higher 
civilized races throughout the world."'® In other words, Darwin felt that 
evolution would eliminate “lower races.’ This is one possible approach to the 
problem from the evolutionary perspective: weed them out. The other 
approach is equally deadly: since environment changes men, provide these 
“lower races” with a new environment, new education, and a new set of 
controls, and you will evolve them quickly to the same level as what Darwin 
termed “the higher civilized races.’’ Both of these evolutionary approaches 
reveal a fundamental contempt for man and a readiness to use him experi- 
mentally. More important, they shift the problem from faith and character to 
planning and control, from responsibility to conditioning and experimentation. 

A third way in which evolutionary thinking has affected the minds of men is 

that it has given men anewreligion, and that new religion is science. As C. F. 
Weizsacker observed at a scientific gathering: 

Science today is the only thing in which men as a whole believe: it is the 

only universal religion of our time. . . The scientist has thus got himself 
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into an ambiguous position: he is a priest of this new religion, possess- 
ing its secrets and marvels; for what to others is puzzling, strange or 
secret is plain to him. It is suddenly clear in many countries that the 
future of a nation, of a continent, of a view of life depends on producing 
enough scientists. Is this immoderate faith in the power of science 
justified?!” 
One of the clearest bits of evidence that science is now man’s universal 
religion is the history of the churches since Darwin. Modernism is simply an 
attempt to keep religion up to date with science and philosophy. Even within 
supposedly evangelical circles, we see men like Ramm seeking a harmony 
with science. Genesis is interpreted, not in terms of what the Hebrew text 
requires, but in terms of evolutionary geology by most commentators. When 
even the churches move so extensively in terms of the authority of the 
evolutionary scientist, how much more so does the world bow down before 
this new priesthood! 

A fourth way in which evolutionary thinking has affected the minds of men 
is in the area of morality. Biblical morality declares the sovereign authority of 
God and establishes His clear-cut commandments for men. Morality thus has 
reality; it is grounded in ultimate reality; it rests on the truth of God's word and 
has the authority of God’s judgment behind it. The theory of evolution has no 
moral absolutes. Morality like man is a product of evolution; it represents, not 
ultimate and absolute truth, but social mores and customs. The new morality 
is the logical result of evolutionary theory. It simply wipes out all moral 
standards. The champions of the new morality declare that anything done “by 
mutual consent should not be prohibited by law’ and is morally legitimate. The 
only crime is said to be compulsion or force used against another person. 
According to the “Bruins for Voluntary Parenthood and Sexual Liberty”, in a 
1966 hand-out at U.C.L.A., “Where there is no victim, every act is morally 
right,” and virtually every form of perversion is then listed and defended. But 
why limit the lawful acts to voluntary acts? After all, if, as such persons believe, 
there is no ultimate truth, no ultimate right and wrong, why not regard force as 
equally good as consent? The Marquis de Sade was more logical here: for him, 
the only real crime was Christianity; all else was permissible, every sexual 
crime, theft, and murder also. “Can we possibly imagine Nature giving us the 
possibility of committing a crime which would offend her?"'8 At least one killer 
of late has been motivated in part by the Marquis de Sade’s writings. A 
murderer in England, who boasted of several brutal murders, was a professed 
follower of the degenerate Marquis. '° It is ridiculous to believe that, when men 
believe that every kind of act is morally legitimate and natural, they will not 
begin to practice many of these acts. And this is exactly what is happening all 
around us. The growing incidence of every kind of perversion and crime is a 
witness to this moral collapse. Sigmund Freud knew that total breakdown of 
all law and order could easily follow the widespread adoption of unbelief. 
When the masses become as atheistic as their leaders, Freud feared that they 
“will certainly kill without hesitation. . .Andso follows the necessity for either 
the most rigorous suppression of these dangerous masses and the most 
careful exclusion of all opportunities for mental awakening, or a fundamental 
revision of the relation between culture and religion.”2° In other words, Freud 
saw the solution, as he proceeded to develop it, as one of total control in the 
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scientific socialist state. Either that, or atheism would lead to mass murder and 
total lawlessness. 

Unfortunately, we are increasingly getting both socialism and a moral 
breakdown with flagrant lawlessness as a result of our evolutionary thinking. 
Because God's moral law is denied, men are increasingly living in terms of 
their sinful nature and their lawless demands for self-satisfaction. In a recent 
article on a New York City detective, George Barrett, the author reported on the 
collapse of law and order as seen from Barrett's perspective: 

If Barrett hates the bad guys, he grieves for the good. He walks through 
the west side of the precinct, among the crowded apartment houses, 
and he points to the heavy wire screens and bars covering the back 
windows over the alleys and emptv lots. “Look at that,” he says. “They 
have to make prisons for themselves to keep the germs out. They have to 
hide themselves behind bars.’’?! 
In many cities today, similar conditions prevail: the good citizens make prisons 
of their own homes to protect themselves from the hoodlums who rule the 
Streets. One prominent oil man commented on the moral breakdown by 
observing that backward areas of the world, which fifty years ago were the 
less safe areas for travel, are now safer than the streets of America. The 
reason for this is not that these areas have improved; they have not. It is 
because the total moral nihilism and anarchism of evolutionary thinking is 
creating a monstruous new barbarian who respects nothing and delights in 
destruction. Concerning such a man, David wrote, in Psalm 36: 1, 2: “Thereis 
no dread of God before his eyes. For he flatters himself in his own thinking that 
his iniquity will not be found out or hated.’’2? This new barbarianism will only 
continue and increase until creationism is again believed, and, with it, Biblical 
Christianity and Christian moral order again prevail. 

Jose Ortega y Gasset termed the specialized scientist of our day a barbarian: 
But if the specialist is ignorant of the inner philosophy of the science he 
cultivates, he is much more radically ignorant of the historical conditions 
requisite for its continuation; that is to say: how society and the heart of 
man are to be organized in order that there may continue to be investiga- 
tors. . .He also believes that civilization is there in just the same way as 
the earth’s crust and the forest primeval.23 

Modern men, scientists and humble believers in evolution alike, are parasites. 
They are living off the unearned capital of Christian civilization, on the impe- 
tus, law, and order of centuries of Christianity. Like all parasites, they are 
destroying the host body, Christendom, and its collapse will be their death 
also. They are denying the eternal decree of God, His sovereign and omnipo- 
tent creative counsel and decree, and as a result they are left with a world of 
chaos which is destructive of science. If they were faithful to their philosophy, 
these scientists could have no science, because they would have to say that 
the world is a world of brute factuality, without meaning, purposes, causality, 
or law. Every time a scientist works in his laboratory, he assumes the reality of 
God even though he may deny God with his lips. He is thus destroying the very 
foundations of his science when he denies the God who created all things and 
who is the source of all law and all interpretation. The moral capital of 
Christendom is rapidly disappearing; if it disappears entirely, all culture and 
Civilization will go with it, and the decline and fall of the West will be far more 
devastating than the decline and fall of Rome. 
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The only alternative to this decline and fall is a renewal of Biblical Christian- 
ity, which requires a return to creationism. This means renouncing any 
philosophy, study, or science which seeks to act in complete independence of 
God. It means renouncing the idea of brute factuality, that is, the idea that facts 
exist apart from God and apart from any interpretation. Because God has 
created every fact in the universe, every fact must be understood in terms of 
the interpretation placed upon it by God's creative purpose. We must strive in 
every area to think God's thoughts after Him. We must believe that, in every 
area, there are God-ordained truths for man to know, and no other kind of fact 
and truth exists, only God-created ones. Evolution says that the universe 
represents no purpose, plan, or law: it just happened. When we begin with 
such a total negation, we can only end up with a total negation. As Van Til has 
observed, a million zeroes still add up only to zero. This moral chaos is prowling 
our streets, pounding on our doors, and invading our homes. Scientific plan- 
ning and mental health programs will not cure it: they are merely “scientific” 
forms of quackery which aggravate rather than alleviate the evil. The answer 
is a return to Biblical Christianity, to creationism as a basic factor thereof, to 
that faith defined by Hebrews 11:3: “Through faith we understand that the 
worlds were framed by the word of God, so that things which are seen were 
not made of things which do appear.” This is the basic truth which a// men as 
God's creatures know, but, as St. Paul declared, according to the original 
Greek, they “hold down the truth in unrighteousness” (Romans 1:18); they 
suppress this truth because of their sin, ‘For the invisible things of him from 
the creation of the world are clearly seen, being understood by the things that 
are made, even his eternal power and Godhead; so that they are without 
excuse’ (Romans 1:20). Not only is creationism a necessary faith: it is an 
inescapable fact. 
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Europe and 
Creation Science in 1980 


Ellen Myers 


The following is a report on findings and impressions received during a 
four-week stay in West Germany, Switzerland, England and France in the 
spring of 1980. Asa native of Germany and professional interpreter, translator 
and teacher of foreign languages | had advantages of personal communication 
not available to the average American visitor. 


|. GENERAL IMPRESSIONS 


a. West Germany 

Incredible, beehive-like activity marks this densely settled, prosperous 
country. Construction is going on everywhere, both of new buildings and the 
renovation and beautification of existing ones. Highways teem with traffic, 
especially the 4 to 6 lane superhighways, where there is no legal speed limit 
and where endless rows of little shiny European cars from all Central 
European countries, the Audis, Porsches, Renaults, Citroens, Volvos and 
VW's zip past gigantic trucks and countless big buses crammed with tourists. | 
saw wrecks of several major accidents. West Germany reportedly has the 
highest rate of children being killed in traffic accidents in the world, despite 
strict speed limit enforcement in cities. As in the other European countries | 
saw, there is little billboard advertising in towns and none along highways. 

Cleanliness is not only next to godliness — it seemingly /s godliness. No 
waste paper, no cigarette butts, no discarded things whatsoever can be seen 
on city streets and along open highways, and this without any “Do not litter” 
signs. Proverbial German order still reigns supreme. Washdays are still on 
Mondays. Children, earnest and reserved like their elders, sedately walk to 
and from school, their books stashed in neat knapsacks on their backs. Stores 
are subdued places where you do not talk to another shopper except to say, 
“excuse me” if you inadvertently bump. You do not smile at or ever say “hi” (or 
its German equivalent) to strangers including children — if you do, you get a 
glare silently asking what's wrong with you. 

Every bit of groundis meticulously cultivated. Private gardens are miniature 
parks, the bushes trimmed to perfect order with not a branch or blossom out of 
line. 

Living costs are far higher in Europe than in America. | have new respect for 
our American postal service: It is cheaper, faster, and more reliable. (As just 
one example, a postcard air mailed from Germany on May 16 arrived atits U.S. 
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address on July 11.) 

The traditional state church tax is still withheld from salaries and wages. It 
goes for construction of church buildings (where services are poorly attended; 
Protestant churches are kept locked up apart from services) and salaries of the 
clergy, of which there is a shortage. 

| was impressed by some of the modern church sculpture and stained glass 
windows replacing those destroyed in World War Il. Contemporary religious 
art seeks its roots in pre-Gothic times, recapturing the Romanesque austerity 
and reverence in simplicity. It speaks of sin and redemption by Christ's crucifix- 
ion as the sensual and ornate beauty of the famous German Baroque 
churches | saw no longer can; that beauty — even the soaring beauty of Gothic 
cathedrals (for example, Notre Dame in Paris) — has become too often the 
hackneyed object of discussion by glib art historians and tourist guides. The 
most striking fusion of contemporary and original Romanesque art | saw was 
at the St. Aurelius church in Hirsau (Southwest Germany), restored in 
1954/55. 





b. East Germany 

While | did not myself visit East Germany, | spoke toa number of people from 
East Germany visiting West Germany, and also to West Germans having 
relatives and close friends in East Germany. Spectacular escapes still occur 
now and then; early this year two young German families with small children 
flew to West Germany on a small platform of sheet metal without guard rails, 
attached to a small hot air balloon. East Germans may be “purchased” for 
large amounts of Western currency. | was told grim stories about chicanery 
and intimidation of West Germans at the border, the more impressive because 
border crossings everywhere in Western Europe (I crossed many borders on 
my travels) were courteous and quick procedures. Medical care, rents and 
food in East Germany are inexpensive. Food, however, is montonous, meat is 
often absent, as are everyday necessities such as razor blades or underwear. 
Roads, buildings and industrial machinery are in poor repair. Concentration 
camps, complete with treatment by mind-altering drugs and the tortures 
described in Solzhenitsyn's Gulag Archipelago, are the ultimate persuader. 

| watched a West German TV report on the Christian church in East 
Germany. An agnostic news commentator interviewed an agnostic Protestant 
pastor who instructed young people in a confirmation class in Marxist slogans 
— by his choice, not by state order! — and stated that Biblical orthodoxy and 
church dogma were largely repugnant to him. His wife seemed to have much 
in common with the women’s liberation movement in America. The pastor 
ended the interview by stating that being a pastor was not his calling but rather 
his profession, which he might well leave some day. The “Christianity” 
portrayed had nothing heroic, attractive or at all worthwhile about it — except 
that it left you with amazement that the name of “Christian” or “Christ” 
should still seem worth bearing to this pastor and this church. 
c. Switzerland 

For settled material security and scenic beauty Switzerland may be the 
leading country on earth! Like in West Germany, construction goes on almost 
everywhere, traffic is heavy, and cleanliness, order and diligence, together 
with aloofness, are godliness. (I must point out in all fairness that once they 
know you, the Swiss and West Germans are courteous and helpful.) The 
excellent Swiss highway system has been mined at intervals so that it may be 
blown up instantly in case of military invasion. As in Germany there are many 
historical evidences that this was once a deeply Christian country; and as in 
Germany, there are evangelistic efforts, often initiated by Americans, and 
often directed to college students. Of these efforts, the defense of Biblical 
creation ex nihilo according to Genesis is an important part. 
d. England 

Amongall the European cities | visited, | like London best. The easy informal- 
ity of the people, their instant voluntary helpfulness to me especially in my 
muddles about the seemingly infinite and random variety of British coins (a 
dear lady even paid my bus fare when | did not have the right ones), their 
flexible time schedules, in one word, their ease in personal relations, were a 
joy to me (especially in contrast to Continental reservel). | was charmed by 
London’s seeming absence of building codes: you see ancient churches next 
to modern skyscrapers, bits of ancient Roman walls next to stores, stores next 
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to homes. Pedestrians cross busy streets as they please; traffic is leisurely and 
drivers joke in dry good humor. People seemed to matter most — not order per 
se, not cleanliness per se, not this or that goodness in the abstract, not 
outward appearance. 

I got to talking to a Catholic priest at Waterloo Station — the first and only 
clergyman! was able to identify as such outside of a church service. He told me 
that the equivalent of the American Right to Life movement in England is the 
Society for the Protection of the Unborn Child (S.P.U.C.); another group is 
called LIFE. Both are well known and have a good number of supporters, some 
in Parliament. He felt that there had been a decline in Britain's religious life 
in recent years, but that church attendance had increased in about 
the past three years. He had never heard of C.S. Lewis, but had heard of 
Malcolm Muggeridge. (I found that C.S. Lewis's most important works have 
been translated into German and are available from the Catholic Diocesan 
Bookstore behind the Cologne Cathedral.) 

While looking for a post office | found the Scripture Gift Mission (SGM), a 
faith mission established around 1900 from which Bible portions are available 
for one-to-one personal distribution (NOT to be left behind in a public place, or 
mailed, but handed personally to a recipient). Distribution goes on in 168 - 200 
countries, and translations have been made in 300 languages. No demands or 
pleas for money are ever made, yet income is £600,000 a year of promise 
money, and over 16 million copies are given out. SGM's head office is at 3 
Eccleston Street, London SW1W 9LZ (telephone 01-730-2155), close to Vic- 
toria Station. There are branches in Northern Ireland, Australia, Canada, India, 
New Zealand, Zimbabwe-Rhodesia, South Africa, and an associate office in the 
USA (Philadelphia, PA). While | was there, a young English couple came in to 
pick up more Bible portions for distribution in their area (outside London). | was 
also put in touch with a Christian coffee shop, “The Well” at Eccleston Place, 
sponsored by the Bible-believing pastor and people of St. Michael’s Church, 
where | had lunch that day, and which was well attended and a modest, 
friendly place. 

e. France 

Northeastern France seen from a train may not be the ideal introduction to 
this famous country. | also visited Paris, which unlike German cities and unlike 
London remained totally unharmed during World War Il. This means that 
living quarters in the core of Paris are ancient and very cramped (the same is 
true for Heidelberg, Germany). | traveled with a German friend. Upon observ- 
ing the lack of people, the somnolent towns with their aging houses, the lack of 
almost all construction, the many abandoned and collapsing industrial build- 
ings in large provincial cities (Nancy, Chalons-sur-Marne, Epernay), my com- 
panion accurately remarked, “One would never believe that France had won, 
and Germany lost World War Il.” | returned to Germany on the “Orient 
Express,” an international train from Paris to Bucharest (formerly Istanbul) 
made famous by the Agatha Christie book and movie, Murder on the Orient 
Express. \ts French compartments badly needed upkeep and various repairs. 
An attitude of shrugging fatalism (“‘c‘est la vie") seemed prevalent among the 
people. There is a deep rift between the working people and the wealthy, in 
particular the aristocrats. The Communist Party is therefore a real power in 
French politics and manages to instigate perennial strikes, which harm the 
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economy. (I could not ride on the fabled Parisian subway, the “Metro,” 
because its employees were on strike.) 

While France is supposed to be “the first-born daughter” of the Roman 
Catholic church, the overwhelming religious climate is an indifferent, shallow 
agnosticism. (In Germany atheist-agnostics are much, much more in earnest, 
God bless them.) 


2. THE CREATIONIST MOVEMENT 

The greatest blessings and highlights of my European trip were meetings 
with Biblical creationists in Germany and Switzerland. | was deeply blessed by 
first visiting with Rev. Roger Peugh, whose name had been given me for 
contact by Dr. John C. Whitcomb of Grace Theological Seminary. Roger in turn 
referred me to Herr Bruno Schwengeler, owner of the Schwengeler Verlag, a 
Christian publishing house in Berneck, Switzerland. He started publishing a 
monthly Christian periodical, Factum, in 1979. Factum covers not only the 
creation/evolution issue but all major subjects of interest from the Biblical 
perspective. Past issues of the magazine have covered various religious cults, 
since these are spreading also in Europe, especially among young people. 
Bruno Schwengeler became a Christian believer through reading the Bible for 
himself at age sixteen. 

Next | called upon one of Germany's pioneer creationists, Dr. Horst Beck, 
who holds doctorates in engineering and theology, and who is professor of 
theology at the University of Basel, Switzerland, and resides in Freudenstadt, 
Germany. | had been referred to him by both Herr Schwengeler and also by Dr. 
Duane Gish of the Institute for Creation Research. Dr. Beck gave me much 
current information about the creationist movement in Germany and Switzer- 
land. As | am writing this report, a number of creation-science colloquia are 
being held for the first time at the University of Basel. A number of university 
professors promote and participate in these colloquia. Interest among stu- 
dents is high and attendance is excellent despite little advertising, and 
although creation science activities are supported by, or even known to, only 
small groups of believers scattered here and there in the state-supported 
official churches. Dr. Beck warned me not to judge the condition of German 
Christendom too hastily or too harshly, reminding me that spiritual conditions 
vary from community to community. | was most impressed and convicted by 
his quiet and persevering love for his people, undergirded by his love for and 
trust in our Lord. 

Dr. Beck and three other German university professors, Dr. Hermann 
Schneider, Dr. Theodor Ellinger, and Dr. Heiko Hoernicke, have jointly begun 
to edit a series of projected books on creationist subjects. It is named “Wort 
und Wissen” (Word and Knowledge), and published in attractive paperback 
format by the Friedrich Haenssler Verlag in Stuttgart-Neuhausen, which also 
published the German edition of the Morris-Whitcomb creationist classic, The 
Genesis Flood (German title: Die Sintflut). The first book in the series, which 
has already appeared, is an excellent and profusely illustrated work by one of 
Germany's most active and knowledgeable creationists, Dr. Joachim 
Scheven, under the title, Data Pertaining to the Teaching of Evolution in 
Biology Instruction. \t is eminently suitable to fill the present gap of proper 
textbook materials at high school and beginning college level in Germany, and 
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might also be useful in English-speaking countries if translated into English. It 
is a thoroughgoing refutation of evolutionism from the basis of actual facts of 
geology, and substantiated by excellent photographs of specimens from Dr. 
Scheven's unique fossil collection. | saw this collection when visiting Dr. 
Scheven and his family in Ennepetal (Northwestern Germany). A great service 
to creationists especially in Europe, but | think also everywhere, would be 
financial support to expand and properly display Dr. Scheven’s fossil collection 
in a regular museum. There are many materials here which simply cannot be 
gainsaid by evolutionists — the evolutionist model simply cannot account for 
them. 

| was also able to visit for several hours with Dr. Hermann Schneider, 
professor of physics at the Institute fuer Hochenergie at the University of 
Heidelberg. At this writing Dr. Schneider and professors from other German 
universities who are creationists are holding a series of seminars under the 
name “Semper Apertus” (Latin for “Always Open,” referring to the open- 
mindedness of academic’ freedom!). It is worth quoting from the leaflet 
announcing this series of seminars: 

These four seminars do not fit the framework of the usual seminars in 
biology because they do not presuppose the validity of the doctrine of 
evolution, but rather raise fundamental questions about it. 

No doctrine is as intensively spread in our time as js the evolutionist 
doctrine. It is being taught across the limits of individual subjects in our 
schools, beginning in the 5th grade, in biology, geography, history, 
religion, etc. It is impossible to overestimate its effects in all areas of 
thinking and human action. These effects are not limited to the natural 
sciences but also affect the social sciences, the arts, ethics, law, eco- 
nomics, politics, etc. Could it be that a doctrine which is so widely 
taught, and which has been so determinedly declared to be a science, 
stands in unbridgeable contradiction to the facts of nature? 

The series was originally sponsored by a professor of biology at the University 
of Heidelberg. He welcomed open discussion and even attempted to recruit 
evolutionist spokesmen to participate in public discussions of anti-evolutionist 
views and data. He later felt compelled, however, to withdraw his sponsorship 
because of opposition from within his department. It seems evolutionists are 
not “always open” to thoughts diverging from their own. 

Creationists have also faced outright suppression of their views. For 
instance, a creationist professor, Dr. Erich Blechschmidt, published a book, 
From Egg to Embryo, stating that this development shows design rather than 
accidental happenstance or emergence as postulated by evolutionist theory. 
The book was translated into five foreign languages and went through several 
editions. The latest edition, however, appeared at the time when the German 
law prohibiting abortion was altered so as to in effect permit abortion with 
practically no restrictions. An anonymous party then purchased 10,000 copies 
of Dr. Blechschmidt’s book, and the publisher returned a remaining lot of 
about 2,000 copies to Dr. Blechschmidt — with the result that the book is now 
out of print and unavailable to the public. 

Another instance is the refusal by the publisher to publish a revised edition 
of a book by Dr. Bruno Vollmert, professor at the University of Karlsruhe and 
head of its Polymer-Institute, on macromolecules, although Dr. Vollmert is a 
recognized expert in this field. The refusal is due to Dr. Vollmert’s wish to 
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revise his book to coincide more closely with the creationist perspective. Dr. 
Vollmert has since published this edition himself ("im Selbstverlag,” a Ger- 
man phrase exactly translating the Russian phrase “samizdat” which applies 
to the works by dissidents privately distributed in the Soviet Union. | see more 
than a linguistic parallel here.) 

Reports increase about high school and college students challenging their 
evolutionist teachers’ presentations on the basis of the works written and 
published by European creationist authors. 

As in America, the greatest opposition to creationism arises not from within 
the ranks of out-and-out atheists and unbelievers, but rather from the ranks of 
modernist theologians holding to theistic evolutionism. It was encouraging to 
hear of a number of Catholic university professors who cooperate with crea- 
tionists. On the other hand, the Catholic theistic evolutionist, Pierre Teilhard 
de Chardin, and the notorious liberal Catholic theologian recently forbidden to 
teach in the name of the Catholic church by Pope John Paul Il, Hans Kung, are 
said to be much admired in Catholic intellectual circles. (l interviewed a young 
student in the press office at the University of Heidelberg, who professed 
himself to be a good Catholic and also an adherent of Kung's.) 

The most encouraging aspect of European creationism is the perseverance 
and courage of a number of German, Swiss and Austrian university profes- 
sors who form the vanguard of the movement. Since European universities 
enjoy far greater prestige and probably influence among the people than 
American universities do in the United States, and since the education 
departments of the West German province (Laender) governments look to the 
university faculties for guidance in authorizing textbooks for the German 
schools, our Lord has raised up the creationist leadership in Europe precisely 
where it will have the greatest effect. We should also earnestly pray for 
Bible-believing Christians and missionaries at the grass-roots. 

We should not fool ourselves into the belief that the creationist battle in 
Europe is about to be won. It has barely begun. There is as yet no European 
organization comparable to American groups such as our Institute for Creation 
Research, our Bible-Science Association, our Creation Research Society, or 
even our own fledgling Creation Social Science and Humanities Society. 
While we can render assistance, we must realize that conditions in Europe are 
very different and in many respects more difficult. The grassroots basis pro- 
vided for creationism in America by our numerous and vigorous independent 
Bible-believing churches, and by our burgeoning private and Christian schools 
providing a ready market for creationist textbooks, does not exist in Europe. 
There individual believers must painstakingly search out one another. No 
mass advertising, no large and instant channels of communication exist, or 
are truly feasible in European society which shuns any kind of promotion 
savoring of Madison Avenue techniques (and! am not sure | blame Europeans 
on this account). | found it significant that without exception all my references 
were to individuals, two were to Christian publishers, but none at all were to 
established organizations or groups. It is an altogether different “ball game” 
for our European brothers and sisters. 

I therefore do not anticipate an imminent or easy “‘creationism explosion” in 
Europe. But | do see steady, patient perseverance and strengthening of our 
cause, step by step; adherent by adherent; challenger by challenger of evolu- 
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tionism especially among young people. Quietly, with heartfelt conviction of 
the truth of God's Word — and ,of course, with the actual scientific research 
results proving increasingly in favor of creationism — our creationist brothers 
and sisters are reaching out to others, one at a time, a class at a time, a 
seminar ata time, as our Lord enables and leads. Let us be grateful for them to 
Him. 


Sonnet 
Phillip B. Burton 


God the Giver of talents — I'll use them to His Glory! 
See the shimmering light in the bubbling brook; 
Realize the right true way is scored in the Book; 

See that there’s only One True Story 

Fit for the furlong walk, sublime or gory, 

Ripe for the reading: see how the first man took 
Blood from the banned fruit, the sin which shook 
Heir of the human race, then blind to Glory; 

See how the first pair sent from Paradise, 

Gone from the Garden path, with just One Hope: 
Seed of the Woman's Womb, the new Light rise 

Up from beyond the curse — corrected scope. 

Christ crushed the serpent’s head, renewed the vision! 
See the Sacrificel Ignore derision! 


To Eden Then We Came 


Phillip B. Burton 


To Eden then we came, all molded from the dust, 

A pair of human souls; but then to God's disgust 

We disobeyed the law and ate the deadly fruit 

Which He had warned against. And, for a mind astute, 
The woman was deceived, the serpent wooing her 

with a lie of evolution and the age-old lure: 

“You'll be as godsl’ — is that not really what God said?” 
And with a stroke of rhetoric, we were good as dead! 


We plucked a set of fig leaves so to hide our shame, 

Then set about to find the one whom we'd give the blame; 
But then came God a-walking through the Garden near! — 
Our sin before us! — and His footsteps we did hear! — 

‘O Adam, Adam! — where is it that you are today?’ 

‘Oh here | am! — I'm herel — and with Your leave, I'll say: 
That woman that You gave me — what a dumb mistake!’ 
But soon our lessons learned we both! — what a pill to takel 


Phillip B. Burton receives his mail at 2701 Penny Lane, #232-1, Austin, TX 78758. 
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Defending Meaningful Self: 
A Book Review 
Paul D. Ackerman 


Human Science and Human Dignity 
by Donald M. MacKay 

InterVarsity Press, Downers Grove, IL 
Foreword by John R. W. Stott 

126 pages, paper, $3.50 


This stimulating book is a record of the 1977 London Lectures in Contem- 
porary Christianity by Dr. MacKay, professor of communications at Keele 
University in England, and a specialist in brain physiology. The book begins 
with the basic argument that it is good for man to undertake a scientific 
analysis of man. Genesis 1:26 establishes man’s dominion as created in God's 
image. MacKay points out that this truth became the Scriptural mandate for 
the rise of the natural sciences in the 17th century. By extension he argues 
that the same mandate has inevitably led to the study of man as man in the 
20th century — a human science. He further argues that Christian believers 
“in particular have the best of reasons to seek a scientific understanding of 
human nature” (p.25). This because that more than “intellectual curiosity” or 
“self understanding,” the most general motive for a human science is “simple 
compassion for our fellow men."’ A successful scientific analysis of man can 
help alleviate suffering, and for the Christian that ought to be a major concern. 

This leads MacKay to the central theme of Human Science and Human 
Dignity, for the problem with the former is that it raises certain challenges to 
our notions of the latter. Human science threatens our ideas of human dignity. 
MacKay believes, however, that the threat is not real and that we can have our 
cake and eat it too. He sets out to defend human dignity in the face of human 
science. 

The defense begins with an explanation of the concept of /evels of explana- 
tion. The levels of concern in Human Science and Human Dignity are: (1) the 
physiological activity of the brain and (2) the mental life and experience of the 
person, What is the relationship of these two levels — the classical mind-body 
problem in its current form? 

The traditional defense of human dignity has been based upon a dualistic 
concept in which the validity of the higher level (mind) is dependent upon and 
rests within “gaps” in explanations at lower levels (body). It is the inadequa- 
cies of lower level explanations which require and legitimize explanations at 
the higher level. What a human science threatens to do, of course, is show 
that in principle at least there are no inadequacies of explanation at the lower 
level (brain physiology), thus eliminating any need for recourse to the higher 
level (mind, free will, etc.).! This is the precise issue in the question of human 
dignity. MacKay, for his part, rejects the traditional defense. As an established 
brain scientist himself, MacKay sides with his materialist colleagues in 
assuming “as a working hypothesis that whenever a human being has a 
conscious experience (higher level), some corresponding physical activity 
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takes place in his brain (lower level) . . ."’ (p. 28). 

“I confess that to me the two-way relationships between brain activity 
and conscious experience seems really too close to justify taking meta- 
phors in terms of ‘clothing’ or ‘tents’ (in scripture) as proving that the 
soul is an invisible ‘substance’ inhabiting the body.” (p. 33, parenthesis 
added) 

“| believe we will find ourselves less hampered, and closer both to the 
biblical and to the scientific data, if we think of man as a unity with a 
number of complementary aspects rather than as a kind of bodily 
vehicle with a ‘mind’ sitting in some cerebral driving seat.” (p. 34) 

We now come to MacKay’s own defense of human dignity — a defense 
which this reviewer believes does not succeed. The reason for its failure is 
important and should be considered carefully by CSSHQ readers. A successful 
defense of ‘meaningful self” will start with “meaningful self.” “In the begin- 
ning God (meaningful self/selves) created . . .” MacKay tries to argue from 
within the system of God's creation in defense of meaningful self, free will, 
human dignity, etc., and the argument fails. Its failure (and the failure of a// 
such “within the system” arguments) is apparent at exactly that point in the 
argument where free will is smuggled in in order to prove free will. Let us 
examine MacKay’s argument closely. 

It is argued that in terms of future physical states, in the sense of a 
deterministic chain of events, the human brain is distinct from all other 
physical systems in the universe. Furthermore this distinction centers around 
what is meant by the use of the word “‘inevitable” in describing those future 
physical states. For all systems in the universe except one’s own brain, 
MacKay argues, if a person could know all the physical factors that will operate 
upon that system, he would realize that the future state of the system implied 
by those physical factors is inevitable. This is true regardless of what he 
chooses to think about it. (Notice that meaningful choice — which is what 
MacKay is out to establish — is being allowed into the argument prior tosuch 
establishment). For example, the sun will rise tomorrow regardless of what 
one chooses to think about it. It is inevitable in that sense. Similarly with small 
scale systems. The coffee pot will perk tomorrow morning assuming all the 
relevant physical factors are operative (the coffee and water are putin, the pot 
is plugged in, etc.) regardless of what a person chooses to think about it. To 
change the perking state one of the physical facts would have to be altered 
which was ruled out in the initial premise. 

The brain, however, is quite different, MacKay argues. “The big and quite 
fundamental difference between the sunrise tomorrow and the state of your 
brain tomorrow is that whereas the physical course of the sun is quite 
independent of what you choose to think about it or anything else, the detailed 
physical state of your brain is not independent of what you choose to think” 
(p.52). At this point MacKay feels he has defended human dignity and freedom 
of choice since as regards one’s future brain states and thereby his future 
mental states there is “no fully-determinate detailed specification for you to 
discover, with an unconditional claim to your assent” (p. 53). This is not to say 
that one’s future brain states are not fully predictable and determined. A brain 
scientist might indeed predict that given brain state A, B will follow. But his 
prediction is sound only as long as the subject is kept uninformed. If the 
prediction is revealed to the subject then the future brain state becomes 
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dependent upon what he chooses to think about it. 

“What our argument proves is that even if a super-scientist could 
have the kind of knowledge we have imagined, the most that brain 
science could produce (even in principle) is a specification of the future 
of your brain whose accuracy in detail is up to you. . ." (p. 54, italics in 
original) 

MacKay’s analysis does point up the peculiar self-reflective quality of 
human consciousness, but this fact does not establish meaningful self any 
more than opposing mirrors in a barber's shop prove the reality of infinity. 
From the materialist-reductionist point of view, “what you choose to think” is 
nothing but a reflection of certain brain states and cannot be given special 
status above any other conscious experience. What MacKay has hit upon is 
simply a special case of what some have called the “reactivity problem” in 
science. The fact of observation itself becomes a substantial factor in the 
future course of the observed system. In psychology this problem is legend and 
does place serious limitations on the potential for a successful human science. 
But the problem is not unique to psychology. The most famous instance of it 
occurs in Heisenberg’s famous “Uncertainty Principle” involving measure- 
ment and prediction of minute sub-atomic particles. The existence of the 
“reactivity problem’ does not establish free will for man any more than 
Heisenberg’s “Uncertainty Principle” establishes true indeterminacy for elec- 
trons. Both questions remain irrevocably uncertain from the standpoint of 
scientific observation. 

The author of Human Science and Human Dignity states that the accuracy 
of ascientific prediction regarding your future brain state “depends upon you.” 
It is, however, this very you with existence independent of brain state that is 
called into question by the materialist reductionist. MacKay’s argument in 
defense of the existence of a “meaningful you” assumes a “meaningful you” 
and therefore fails. 

God by His grace has provided man with that which is needed for the 
defense of his own dignity. The challenge for modern man is to receive and 
accept by faith that which God has provided. By faith through grace we know 
(Genesis 1:26) that man was created in God's image. Further, we know (John 
1:1) that mind/concept/choice, preceded and created body/brain/matter and 
therefore is more basic than the latter. In this sense psychology is a more basic 
science than physics. The world forgetting God and leaving Him out of its 
calculations gets everything turned upside down. Man's dignity resting on this 
foundation needs no further defense. As regards the brain scientist, such a 
foundation liberates him from the strait-jacketing, materialist assumption that 
conscious experience must correlate one-to-one with brain activity. Maybe it 
does, maybe it doesn't. Let the data decide. As for Brother MacKay and myself, 
may God grant us all knowledge and wisdom in meekness and love causing us 
and all those in Christ to keep always the “unity of the Spirit in the bond of 
peace” (Ephesians 4:3). 


1 For another perspective on this issue see this reviewer's editorial, “Scien- 
tific explanation and the iceberg myth,” which appeared in Vol. Il, No. 1 (Fall 
1979) of the CSSHQ. 
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Not Yea-and-Nay 
Carla Vale 


The things that | purpose, do | purpose according to the flesh, that with me 
there should be yea yea, and nay nay? But as Godis true, our word toward you 
was not yea and nay. For the Son of God, Jesus Christ, who was preached 
among you by us, even by me and Silvanus and Timotheus, was not yea and 
nay, but in him was yea. 

I Corinthians 1:17-19 
Fatal flaw of the flesh: 
Saying Yea to God's Nay, 
Nay to His Yea. 
Or, more subtly subversive, 
Exalt co-existence, condone communion 
Of Light with darkness, 
Life with death, 
Yea with Nay. 


Ultimate pit of pollution: 

Crush the Creator and His certain Decree, . 

Crown Chronos-Chaos king. 

Posited by philosophers, endlessly 

Plotting and pulling apart puzzles and paradigms — 

Mouthed by multitudes driven adrift, deceived and deceiving — 
Behold modern man’s ancient myth: Father Time and Mother Matter 
Begetting and burying the relative flow of finite phenomena, 
Reducing reality to empirical weight and measure, 

To “random emergence, inherent change,” the skeptic’s treasure, 
Where yea is ever also nay, 

Light — darkness, life — death, birth — decay, 

Morass — the way. 


Mortal mistake of the mind: 

Deny creation ex nihilo, wickedly worship whirl, 
Imaging idols instead of identities 

Set and sustained by Him Whose Name is | AM, 
Thereby making man whom He made in His image 
Mean, meaningless, moot. 


The law of lawlessness, writ on an arid wind: 

“Forgo that phantom flag of fools called ‘duty’ — 

“The useful is the good, and the desired 

“Is the desirable. What is, is right. Nurture neutrality; 
“Mind the majority, at least its ruling clique; 

“Trick and treat your trip to the top, c’est la politique, 
“Then ‘Do what thou wilt shall be the whole of the law.’ “ 
But unavoidably, if yea be also nay, 

Then wish-fulfillment is as suicide — 

Then pleasure hunt ends steeped in sterility, 

Bored by horror, sated by sex, fatigued by futility, 

Art barren, music mute, writing mere witless, wry technique — 
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Salt that has lost its savor, chaff and straw. 
The law of lawlessness in its own way 

Cries out, “You must decide 

“Whether license supplanting Liberty be beauty 
“Emancipating you or leaving blind.” 

You must reflect your Root 

Who is not yea-and-nay 

But Yea. 


Carla Vale receives her mail c/o CSSHS, 1429 N. Holyoke, Wichita, Kansas 67208. 
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